tions which, even after repeated attempts, cannot Pomeroy, 1963; Robins, 1963 [466] variables. He provides a well-documented and cogent argument. However, he is quick to point out that in using these knowingly biased samples, one cannot generalize to population cross sections. The emphasis is on the phenomenon being studied and not on its distribution in the general population (Suchman, 1962: 110 populations which ranged from 1 % to 30%. Eleven blocks had nonwhite populations which ranged from 69% to 100%. The refusals located on the 58 blocks containing no nonwhites and those located on the 7 blocks with minimal nonwhite populations were given the imputed racial characteristic &dquo;white.&dquo; The refusals living on the eleven blocks with high percentages of nonwhites (69% to 100%) were labeled &dquo;nonwhite.&dquo; Thus, with this procedure, 65 of the blocks are considered to contain white refusals and 11 are considered to contain nonwhites.
Four of the 80 blocks had almost equal percentages of white and nonwhite populations (49%, 55%, 60% nonwhite). The probability of selecting a respondent of either racial category, therefore, was about equal. For these 4 blocks, additional sets of data from the census were used-the percentage of ownerand renter-occupied households with blocks as heads, and the number of each such units on each block. The use of these measures resulted in refusals living on three of the four remaining blocks being given the nonwhite label and one the white label.4 The final result of this procedure was a refusal sample of 15 nonwhites and 125 whites.
[478]
The income data for each refusal were imputed from the incomes of respondents on their respective blocks. When 2 or more respondents could be found on the block on which a refusal occurred, this refusal was given an imputed income equal to the mean block income of the respondents. This procedure was followed for 122 of the 140 refusals. The remaining 18 refusals were white females aged 65 or more. After a routine check of the mean income of all racial and age groupings, it was found that the imputed incomes for the refusals and those for the actual respondents were reasonably comparable for all racial and age groups except for older, white females. Theirs was greatly overestimated. Since there is evidence from both the responding sample and from past sociological studies that older people especially older women, tend to have relatively low incomes, an adjustment was made for these 18 aged, women refusals. They were given the mean income of all white females, 65 years old or more in the responding sample instead of their mean block incomes.s High rates of nonresponse will affect the latter term, and consequently increase the total survey error (Kish, 1965: 510) . These terms are also roughly synonymous with the terms reliability and validity used in psychology and referred to by Campbell and Stanley (1963) .
[484] 3. Eight variables chosen for this analysis are standard socioeconomic types (age, sex, race, occupation, family income, education, marital status, and religion). "City of residence" was added to investigate possible Detroit-suburban response differences. "Years in the Detroit Area" was added to check for the effects of geographical mobility and migration patterns. The "housing type" variable was added to investigate respondent accessibility effects.
4. The 2 additional census descriptions already referred to were also used to check on the accuracy of the racial designations for the 76 other blocks.
5. The imputed mean income for these refusals using the mean block income was approximately $11,000. With mean income for their age group, it was lowered to $6,000.
6. Because of the fact that there were 37 refusals with missing data that were not used in the nonresponse analysis, a final check of the racial characteristics of these refusals was made. Using the race imputation procedure outlined above, one finds that 30 of these would have been labeled "white" and 7 "black." If these 37 are then added to the 140 refusals with no missing data, the percentage of blacks in the sample of refusals would increase from 10.7 to 14.1. This small increase would not have seriously affected the results obtained in this analysis.
